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FOR THE ADMISSION OF KANSAS.
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upon resubmission to show that they had, after a
1 istration could scarcely be blamed for exercising its right to enforce
The object was not so much to secure the accept A .
Yiich ol Srected a respite from further agitation.
tution , which no one seems to have expected, 2 g 2 2 :
1 ! When the English bill was discussed in Kansas, the speeches in
the bill into su ymbiguous form that it would receive the ( it : e e
3 : ongress and the editorials in Eastern newspapers, making the charge
of both Houses and restore peace, temporarily at least, to a distracted 0 ; 2% ee
& of bribery, were reprinted in the local press, and the form of the land
country.

: ‘ i S proposition was resented but no one claimed that its rejection would
t is not contende yosition ” may not be col

: tke any difference with the amount of public land that would
strued as a bribe Senat glas stated ARG, 8 5
- entually be received. A few of the leaders * and of the newspapers
e exactl < , 1
believed that it was advisable to secure immediate admission by tem.

Lecor SR porarily accepting the Lecompton constitution and then calling a

=3 convention for its revision, but the section in the schedule of the con-
! el s stitution which provided for amendment only after 1564 raised a
land demanded by the Lecompton ordinance frot R doubt as to whether this could be done. Nearly the whole of the free
to 3,500,000 acres and offered only the normal cession to new State press and the mass of the free-State voters felt that they would

could be construed as a bribe. Even opponents of the bill :
ould : "‘H‘ A Pl stultify themselves by accepting even temporarily a constitution
I { sas uld probably get the normal grant whene ' =

itk Kansis wou'd HEd @ e : which they had so bitterly opposed. Accordingly, when the question
b » omission to promise it raised a doubt upon tl ; P 1
dEligarission o promEeEi AbeC il dutibl g was submitted on the 2d of August, 1858, the constitution was

opposing a._certs o an uncertainty did offer the s . .
Upbad B Tt LiEofisiery rejected by a vote of 11,300 to 1,788. This vote marks the close of
meiaamE O LR IDIOs ; the Kansas struggle in Congress, in the country at large, and in the

ore impor nducement containec 2 - - >
M mportant wa men Territory of Ka , and tl 1 was accomplished by the resub

the b yostponing e admission of Kansa ! : i
the DUIL Qi ing i aumes on of Kar mission of the Lecompton constitution provided for in the English
constitution was rejected, until the popu
St ‘[‘1 Al T Tt is not intended to defend all the provisions of the English bill,
e : but merely to show that the bill both in content and purpose was

provisior bribe the accepted . o
pr quite different from the common conception of it. The issue was

bil : between no resubmission and resubmission of the Lecompton consti-
onal to the ¢ 1 isior ; : : I
HOUR 0 Y 2 : tution. The two inducements for accepting the constitution—the
of the bill since nconsisten e popu- s
, ‘ land grant and immediate admission—were the price paid for re
on w wdmissic tution but
Lation : i submission. They were not offered in the expectation that they
PR e : ! would affect the result, but in order, by an appearance of compromise,
1€ : ? \d to bridge the crisis in Congress. The bill was the trick of a shrewd
tion o dministration party : : -
o1 . pass politician, very similar to the subterfuge by which Clay secured the
question of population provided t : :
puon oL I acceptance of the constitution of Missouri. It s upon the same
minated., but would not do so 5 :
N , . | basis as all the slavery compromises in our history from the formation
espite t mconsistency mvolve ¥ 15 could Y 5 N
\‘ ; . : “ X £} e of the Constitution to the civil war. It was not the best solution of
\ot fairly complain of the postponement of her 0 com- : : :
1 e pOS : = 3 the difficulty, but the only one attainable at the time.
ynity ean equitably claim two representatives in the upper House of e ¥ i =
AR s sl : Pl The restatement of this single point in Kansas controversy
Congress until its population entitles it to at e representa
te 5 I « 5 | suggests the necessity of new examination of the whole subject.
tive in the lower House. In ongress passed a general act : 3 . -
b g I Mr. Rhodes has pointed out the essential fairness of the Toombs

ok ‘m e all Stat that should thereater be B i Serits T O Dhicky Foh i
e T T Fors couss the b gress. If, in addition, it be admitted that the English bill, passed
ong after this point has been reached. For

had been stirred from the depths by the Kans SEolert T Walker and Freferick P. Stunton, both stanch friends of fhe freoSiat

arty, advised acceptance of the Lecompton constitution. George W. Smith, governor-
0 A8050 Y OTobE B8 %, 1610, elect under the proposed State government, naturally took the same ground
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